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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1, 3-13 and 15-18 remain pending in the application, as claims 2 and 14 
have been canceled without prejudice. In the Office Action, claims 1 , 2 and 4-18 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,467,097 
to Toko (Toko) in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,546,102 to Blackwell (Blackwell). Claim 3 
was objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim. 

A brief summary of the Toko reference may be helpful here. Toko describes a 
telescoping antenna with dual impedance matching circuits, which has an object of 
providing satisfactory operation of an antenna element when the element is extended 
out of a communications device or is stowed in the device (see Abstract). The device 
housing the antenna in Toko includes a stub-tuning spring 10b that acts as a means for 
connecting a metal case 10b of the device with an antenna stowage pipe 1 2 of the 
device (see FIG. 5). This stub-tuning spring 10b merely contacts the antenna stowage 
pipe 12 in a single small spot (see FIGs. 5 and 7-9), and Toko mentions nothing about 
the spring wrapping around the stowage pipe 12. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended to clarify that the floor member further 
comprises at least one hook portion that is dimensioned to at least partially wrap around 
the tubular member. Independent claims 8 and 16 have been similarly amended. 
Support for the amendments can be found in FIG. 1 , and no new matter has been 
added. Toko never mentions or shows anything about a hook portion wrapping around 
a tubular member. Indeed, one feature of the present invention is to improve the overall 
strength of the housing member without increasing costs or complexity, which is not 
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considered in the Toko reference. In fact, the stub-tuning spring 10b of Toko is strictly 
designed to electrically couple the metal case 10a with the stowage pipe 12. 

Claim 1 also recites that the engagement prevents the floor member from 
pivoting, and claims 8 and 16 also recite similar passages. On page 2, paragraph 2 of 
the Office Action, the Examiner contends that the engagement between the stowage 
pipe 12 and the wireless apparatus body 10 prevents the apparatus body 10 from 
pivoting. Applicants respectfully submit that the only point of contact between these two 
elements is the stub-tuning spring 10b (see FIG. 5) and that this contact, which is 
intended to electrically couple them, does not prevent the apparatus body 10 from 
pivoting. In fact, one could easily pivot the apparatus body 10 in virtually any direction 
when the spring 10b is in contact with the stowage pipe 12. 

In view of the above, Applicants submit that independent claims 1 , 8 and 16 are 
patentable over the prior art. Applicants also believe that those claims that depend from 
these independent claims are patentable, both based on their dependencies on the 
independent claims and their patentability on their own. Reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the rejection of the claims is respectfully requested. Passing of this case 
is now believed to be in order, and a Notice of Allowance is earnestly solicited. 

No amendment made was related to the statutory requirements of patentability 
unless expressly stated herein. No amendment made was for the purpose of narrowing 
the scope of any claim, unless Applicants have argued herein that such amendment 
was made to distinguish over a particular reference or combination of references. 

In the event that the Examiner deems the present application non-allowable, it is 
requested that the Examiner telephone the Applicants' attorney or agent at the number 
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indicated below so that the prosecution of the present case may be advanced by the 
clarification of any continuing rejection. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any necessary fee, or credit 
any overpayment, to Motorola, Inc. Deposit Account No. 50-21 17. 



Respectfully submitted, 



SEND CORRESPONDENCE TO: 




Motorola, Inc. 

Law Department - MD 1610 
8000 W. Sunrise Blvd. 
Plantation, FL 33322 



Larry G. Brown 
Attorney of Record 
Reg. No.: 45,834 



Customer Number: 24273 



Telephone:(954) 723-4295 
Fax No.: (954) 723-3871 



8 

PAGE 12/12 * RCVD AT 2122/2006 10:49:01 AM [Eastern Standard Tone] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6i30 1 DNIS:2738300 1 CSIQ:9547233871 1 DURATION (mm-ss):0248 



